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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This is in response to the amendment received on 10/10/2006. Claims 1-19 and 
21 have been cancelled. Claims 25, 34, 35 have been amended, and claims 38-45 are 
newly added. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or In public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
states. 

3. Claims 35-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being unpatentable by 
Clark et al. (hereinafter Clark) (U.S. Patent No. 5,974,389). 

A. Claim 35 has been amended now to recite conditioning each further access to 
the patient data by additional entities upon a required prior access by at least one 
predetermined prior entity (Clark; col. 2, lines 49-57, col. 3, lines 1-6, col. 4, lines 
10-30). 

B. Claim 36 has not been amended, and Applicant does not appear to argue the 
separate patentability of these claims. As such, claim 36 is rejected for the same 
reasons given in the previous Office Action (page number 4-5), and incorporated 
herein. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill In the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 20, 22-24, 25, 27, 38-40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Quy (U.S. Patent No. 6,602,191 B2) in view of Clark et al. 
(hereinafter Clark) (U.S. Patent No. 5,974,389). 

A. Claims 20, 22-24 have not been annended, and therefore they are rejected for 
the same reasons set forth in the previous Office Action (pages 14-17). 
Applicant's arguments with respect to the aforementioned rejection is addressed 
below in the section entitled "Response to Argument". 

B. Claims 25 is amended now to recite a method for communicating medical 
data , the method comprising^ 

1. communicating medical data directly and wirelessly to a hand-held 
mobile field unit from a plurality of patient medical monitoring devices, and 
communicating the patient monitored medical data received by the hand- 
held mobile field unit to a medical database via a secure network (Quy; 
col. 2, lines 42-49, col. 3, lines 31-39, and lines 47-54 and col. 9, line 66 to 
col. 10, line 10) 
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ii. defining a first sequence of authorized access to the patient 
monitored medical data, wherein at least a first user in the first sequence 
is required to access the patient monitored medical data before a second 
user in the first sequencers permitted to access the patient monitored 
medical data: and 

iii. defining a second sequence of authorized access to a restricted 
portion of the patient monitored medical data. 

Quy fails to expressly teach defining a first seguence of authorized 
access to the patient monitored medical data wherein at least a first 
user in the first seguence is required to access the patient 
monitored medical data before a second user in the first sequence 
is permitted to access the patient monitored medical data; and 
defining a second seguence of authorized access to a restricted 
portion of the patient monitored medical data. However, this feature 
is well known in the art, as evidenced by Clark. 
In particular, Clark discloses defining a first seguence of authorized 
access to the patient monitored medical data wherein at least a first 
user in the first seguence is reguired to access the patient 
monitored medical data before a second user in the first seguence 
is permitted to access the patient monitored medical data; and 
defining a second seguence of authorized access to a restricted 
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portion of the patient monitored medical data (Clark; col. 2, lines 
42-57, col. 3, lines 51-62, col.5, lines 35-42). 
It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to include the aforementioned limitation as 
disclosed by Clark with the motivation of selectively providing 
access to patient's data (Clark; col. 2, lines 42-48). 

C. Claim 27 has not been amended, and Applicant does not appear to argue the 
separate patentability of this claim. As such, claim 27 is rejected for the same 
reasons given in the previous Office Action (page number 4), and incorporated 
herein. 

D. As per newly added claim 38, Quy and Clark disclose a method in 
accordance with claim 25. 

Quy fails to expressly teach a third user in the second sequence is 
required to access the patient monitored medical data before a 
fourth user in the second sequence is permitted to access the 
patient monitored medical data. However, this feature is well known 
in the art, as evidenced by Clark. 

In particular, Clark discloses a third user in the second sequence is 
required to access the patient monitored medical data before a 
fourth user in the second sequence is permitted to access the 
patient monitored medical data (Clark; col. 2, lines 42-57, col. 3, 
lines 51-62, col.5, lines 35-42). 
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It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to include the aforementioned limitation as 
disclosed by Clark with the motivation of selectively providing 
access to patient's data (Clark; col. 2, lines 42-48). 

E. As per newly added claim 39, Quy and Clark disclose a method in 
accordance with claim 25. 

Quy fails to expressly teach at least the first user in the first 
sequence is required to access the patient monitored medical data 
before a third user in the second sequence is permitted to access 
the patient monitored medical data. However, this feature is well 
known in the art, as evidenced by Clark. 
In particular, Clark discloses at least the first user in the first 
sequence is required to access the patient monitored medical data 
before a third user in the second sequence is permitted to access 
the patient monitored medical data (Clark; col. 2, lines 42-57, col. 3, 
lines 51-62, col.5, lines 35-42). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to include the aforementioned limitation as 
disclosed by Clark with the motivation of selectively providing 
access to patient's data (Clark; col. 2, lines 42-48). 

F. As per newly added claim 40, Quy and Clark disclose a method in 
accordance with claim 25. 
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Quy fails to expressly teach the first user has access to a greater 
portion of the patient monitored medical data than the third user. 
However, this feature is well known in the art, as evidenced by 
Clark. 

In particular, Clark discloses the first user has access to a greater 
portion of the patient monitored medical data than the third user 
(Clark; col. 2, lines 42-57, col. 3, lines 51-62, col. 5, lines 35-42, col. 
7, lines 43-53). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to include the aforementioned limitation as 
disclosed by Clark with the motivation of selectively providing 
access to patient's data (Clark; col. 2, lines 42-48). 

6. Claim 26 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Quy 
(U.S. Patent No. 6,602,191 B2) and Clark et al. (hereinafter Clark) (U.S. Patent No. 
5,974,389) further in view of Ballantyne et al. (hereinafter Ballantyne) (U.S. Patent No. 
5,867,821). 

A. Claim 26 has not been amended, and Applicant does not appear to argue the 
separate patentability of these claims. As such, claim 26 is rejected for the same 
reasons given in the previous Office Action (page number 18), and incorporated 
herein. 

7. Claims 28 and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Quy (U.S. Patent No. 6,602,191 82), and Clark et al. (hereinafter Clark) (U.S. 



Application/Control Number: 09/837,1 12 Page 8 

Art Unit: 3626 

Patent No. 5,974,389) further in view of Kambhatia et al. (hereinafter Kambhatia) (U.S. 

Patent No. 6,238,337 B1). 

A. Claims 28-29 have not been amended, and Applicant does not appear to 
argue the separate patentability of these claims. As such, claims 28-29 are 
rejected for the same reasons given in the previous Office Action (page number 
5-7), and incorporated herein. 

8. Claim 30 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Quy 
(U.S. Patent No. 6,602,191 B2), Clark et al. (hereinafter Clark) (U.S. Patent No. 
5,974,389), Kambhatia et al. (hereinafter Kambhatia) (U.S. Patent No. 6,238,337 B1) 
and further in view of Wolff et al. (hereinafter Wolff) (U.S. Patent No. 5,671 ,282). 

A. Claim 30 has not been amended, and Applicant does not appear to argue the 
separate patentability of this claim. As such, claim 30 is rejected for the same 
reasons given in the previous Office Action (page number 8-9), and incorporated 
herein. 

9. Claim 31 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Quy 
(U.S. Patent No. 6,602,191 82), Clark et al. (hereinafter Clark) (U.S. Patent No. 
5,974,389), De La Huerga (U.S. Patent No. 6.255,951 81) and further in view of Wolff et 
al. (hereinafter Wolff) (U.S. Patent No. 5,671,282). 

A. Claim 31 has not been amended, and Applicant does not appear to argue the 
separate patentability of this claim. As such, claim 31 is rejected for the same 
reasons given in the previous Office Action (page number 10-11), and 
incorporated herein. 
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10. Claims 32-33, 37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Quy (U.S. Patent No. 6,602,191 B2), Clark et al. (hereinafter Clark) (U.S. Patent 
No. 5,974,389), De La Huerga (U.S. Patent No. 6,255,951 B1), Wolff et al. (hereinafter 
Wolff) (U.S. Patent No. 5,671 ,282) and further in view of Maes et al. (hereinafter Maes) 
(U.S. Patent No. 6,016,476). 

A. Claims 32-33 have not been amended, and Applicant does not appear to 
argue the separate patentability of these claims. As such, claims 32-33 are 
rejected for the same reasons given in the previous Office Action (page numbers 
11-12), and incorporated herein. 

B. Claim 37 has not been amended, and Applicant does not appear to argue the 
separate patentability of this claim. As such, claim 37 is rejected for the same 
reasons given in the previous Office Action (page number 19), and incorporated 
herein. 

1 1 . Claim 34 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Quy 
(U.S. Patent No. 6,602,191 B2), Clark et al. (hereinafter Clark) (U.S. Patent No. 
5,974,389), De La Huerga (U.S. Patent No. 6,255,951 B1) and further in view of Aghili 
et al. (hereinafter Aghili) (U.S. Patent No. 6,289,316 B1). 

A. Claim 34 has been amended now to recite a method in accordance with claim 
25 wherein defining the second sequence of authorized access to the restricted 
portion of the patient monitored medical data comprises electronic dissemination 
of pathology results and medical research to selected individuals. 
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The obviousness of modifying the teaching of Quy to include defining the 
second sequence of authorized access (as taught by Clark) is as 
addressed above in the rejection of claim 25 and incorporated herein. The 
rest of the claim is rejected for the same reasons given in the previous 
Office Action (page number 12-13), and incorporated herein. 
12. Newly added claims 41-45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Clark et al. (hereinafter Clark) (U.S. Patent No. 5,974,389) in view of 
Quy (U.S. Patent No. 6,602,191 B2). 

A. As per new claim 41 , Clark discloses a system for providing secure access to 
medical data, the system comprising: 

i. means for communicating at least a first portion of the data along a 
first sequence of users, wherein a first user is required to access the first 
portion of data before a second user in the first sequence is permitted to 
access the first portion of data (Clark; col. 2, lines 42-57, col. 3, lines 1-6, 
col. 7, lines 43-53). 

Clark fails to expressly teach directly and wirelessly receiving data 
from a patient medical monitoring device. However, this feature is 
well known in the art, as evidenced by Quy. 
In particular, Quy discloses directly and wirelessly receiving data 
from a patient medical monitoring device (Quy; abstract, col. 2, 
lines 55-67, col. 4, lines 31-42). 
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It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to include the aforementioned limitation as 
disclosed by Quy with the motivation of collecting health related 
data (Quy; col. 3, lines 30-39). 

B. As per new claim 42, Clark discloses a system in accordance with Claim 41 
wherein the second user in the first sequence is required to access the first 
portion of data before a third user in the first sequence is permitted to access the 
first portion of data (Clark; col. 3, lines 1-6, lines 51-62, col. 4, lines 10-30). 

C. As per new claim 43, Clark discloses a system in accordance with Claim 41 
further comprising: means for communicating at least a second portion of the 
data along a second sequence of users, wherein the first user is required to 
access the second portion of data before a third user in the second sequence is 
permitted to access the second portion of data (Clark; col. 3, lines 1-6, lines 51- 
62, col. 4, lines 10-30, col. 7, lines 43-53). 

D. As per new claim 44, Clark discloses a system in accordance with Claim 43 
wherein the third user in the second sequence is required to access the second 
portion of data before a fourth user in the second sequence is permitted to 
access the second portion of data (Clark; col. 3, lines 1-6, lines 51-62, col. 4, 
lines 10-30, col. 7, lines 43-53). 

E. As per new claim 45, Clark discloses a system in accordance with Claim 43 
wherein the first sequence of users do not have access to the second portion of 
data (Clark; col. 3, lines 1-6, lines 51-62, col. 4, lines 10-30, cdl. 7, lines 43-53). 
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Response to Arguments 

13. Applicant's arguments filed 10/02/2006 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. Applicant's arguments will be addressed below in the order in which 
they appear. 

A. In response to Applicant's argument about the references do not teach 
"controlling access to a medical patient's information by requiring a first user to 
access the information before a second user is permitted to access the 
information", Examiner would like to submit that Clark teaches a number of user 
terminals in col. 3, lines 51-62, selectively permitting the first and second 
caregivers, using the terminals, to access patient data in col. 3, lines 1-6. Also, in 
col. 9, lines 32-45, Clark teaches the second caregiver is taking over the patient 
chart from the first caregiver, Examiner interprets that the first user (or caregiver) 
accesses the patient data before the second user, since the second user is 
taking over the chart from the first user. 

B. In response to Applicant's argument about the references do not teach 
"wherein the network is configured to sequentially control said electronic access 
with respect to a patient's data so that at least a first predetermined entity must 
access the patient's data before a second predetermined entity is permitted 
access", Examiner would like to submit that Clark teaches a sequence in col. 4, 
lines 10-30, that the system 100 permits any of several caregivers to enter and 
retrieve data for a patient's medical record. In a typical "intake" or input situation, 
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an administrator (first user) may input new patient information, a nurse (second 
user) may take patient's vital signs observed during an office visit, a doctor (third 
user) may enter the results of the examination, and after an office visit, an 
insurance administrator (forth user) may process insurance information 
pertaining to the visit. Examiner considers that this is a sequentially control for 
access, since each process should occur before the following process. 

C. In response to Applicant's argument about the references do not teach 
"defining a first sequence of authorized access to the patient monitored medical 
data, wherein at least a first user in the first sequence is required to access the 
patient monitored medical data before a second user in the first sequence is 
permitted to access the patient monitored medical data; and defining a second 
sequence of authorized access to a restricted portion of the patient monitored 
medical data". Examiner respectfully submits that as explained above, Clark 
teaches a sequence of authorized access to the patient data. Also, Clark teaches 
caregiver or users are authorized to review particular portions of the patient's 
record in col. 7, lines 43-53. 

D. In response to Applicant's argument about the references do not teach 
"conditioning each further access to the patient data by additional entities upon a 
required prior access by at least one predetermined prior entity", Examiner 
respectfully submits that Clark teaches in col. 3, lines 1-6 that selectively 
permitting the first and second caregivers, or users, using the terminals, to 
access patient data, and in col. 4, lines 10-30 that each authorized user enter 
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and retrieve the patient data, and Examiner interprets that each process follows 
the next one and at least one predetermined prior entity needed by a prior 
access. 

Conclusion 

1 4. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

1 5. A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

1 6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dilek B. Cobanoglu whose telephone number is 571- 
272-8295. The examiner can normally be reached on 8-4:30. 

1 7. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Joseph Thomas can be reached on 571-272-6776. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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18. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. yj 
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